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Back in the late seventies, when diet-con-

science Americans were guzzling Tab soda
and putting Sweet and Low in their iced tea,
it became important that consumers become
aware of any health threats posed by the use
of saccharin. Today, however, we are facing a
situation in which saccharin has not only been
replaced as the main sweetening agent, but
labels identifying its use dot the labels of all
products that contain it.

H.R. 1787 recognizes that now that market
and health forces have diminished the use of
saccharin in food and drink, there is no longer
a need for information overkill on this subject.
This legislation simply allows grocery stores
the chance to back away from the requirement
of posting warning signs in their stores about
saccharin’s potential health effects. I believe
this prudent progression will still allow con-
sumers the appropriate warning of their favor-
ite product’s labels, while at the same time re-
move this bothersome requirement from our
Nation’s many grocery stores, from the
Kroger’s to the Mutach Food Market in Mar-
blehead, OH.

While you can lead a horse to water, Mr.
Speaker, you cannot make it drink. While all of
us would prefer a risk-free society, it just is not
possible. People who are worried about their
health will read labels and warnings signs no
matter how numerous or large they are. I be-
lieve H.R. 1787 recognizes this fact and hope-
fully will end the new rash of nuisance law-
suits springing up in this country over this mat-
ter. I urge all my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EWING). Pursuant to the rule, the pre-
vious question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and (three-
fifths having voted in favor thereof)
the bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 1787, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
f

EMPLOYER TRIP REDUCTION
PROGRAMS

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 325) to
amend the Clean Air Act to provide for
an optional provision for the reduction
of work-related vehicle trips and miles
travelled in ozone nonattainment areas

designated as severe, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:
H.R. 325

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. OPTIONAL EMPLOYER MANDATED

TRIP REDUCTION.
Section 182(d)(1)(b) of the Clean Air Act is

amended by to read as follows:
‘‘(B) The State may also, in its discretion,

submit a revision at any time requiring em-
ployers in such area to implement programs
to reduce work-related vehicle trips and
miles travelled by employees. Such revision
shall be developed in accordance with guid-
ance issued by the Administrator pursuant
to section 108(f) and may require that em-
ployers in such area increase average pas-
senger occupancy per vehicle in commuting
trips between home and the workplace dur-
ing peak travel periods. The guidance of the
Administrator may specify average vehicle
occupancy rates which vary for locations
within a nonattainment area (suburban, cen-
ter city, business district) or among non-
attainment areas reflecting existing occu-
pancy rates and the availability of high oc-
cupancy modes. The revision may require
employers subject to a vehicle occupancy re-
quirement to submit a compliance plan to
demonstrate compliance with the require-
ments of this paragraph.’’.

COMMITTEE AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A
SUBSTITUTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute.

The Clerk read as follows:
Committee amendment in the nature of a

substitute: Strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:
SECTION 1. OPTIONAL EMPLOYER MANDATED

TRIP REDUCTION.
Section 182(d)(1)(B) of the Clean Air Act is

amended to read as follows:
‘‘(B) The State may also, in its discretion,

submit a revision at any time requiring em-
ployers in such area to implement programs
to reduce work-related vehicle trips and
miles travelled by employees. Such revision
shall be developed in accordance with guid-
ance issued by the Administrator pursuant
to section 108(f) and may require that em-
ployers in such area increase average pas-
senger occupancy per vehicle in commuting
trips between home and the workplace dur-
ing peak travel periods. The guidance of the
Administrator may specify average vehicle
occupancy rates which vary for locations
within a nonattainment area (suburban, cen-
ter city, business district) or among non-
attainment areas reflecting existing occu-
pancy rates and the availability of high oc-
cupancy modes. Any State required to sub-
mit a revision under this subparagraph (as in
effect before the date of enactment of this
sentence) containing provisions requiring
employers to reduce work-related vehicle
trips and miles travelled by employees may,
in accordance with State law, remove such
provisions from the implementation plan, or
withdraw its submission, if the State notifies
the Administrator, in writing, that the State
has undertaken, or will undertake, one or
more alternative methods that will achieve
emission reductions equivalent to those to
be achieved by the removed or withdrawn
provisions.’’.

Mr. BILIRAKIS (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. BILIRAKIS] and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. WAXMAN]
will each be recognized for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. BILIRAKIS].

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased that the Health and Environ-
ment Subcommittee and the full Com-
merce Committee were able to report
H.R. 325, legislation to amend the
Clean Air Act regarding the employer-
trip-reduction program.

Very briefly, the legislation repeals
the current Federal requirement that
11 States and an estimated 28,000 pri-
vate employers implement the em-
ployer-trip-reduction program. The
legislation makes the employer-trip-re-
duction program discretionary on the
part of States, and provides a simple
and straightforward method by which
States can designate alternative meth-
ods to achieve equivalent emission re-
ductions.

H.R. 325 removes a Federal Clean Air
Act requirement which many have
found to be overly burdensome. The
present statutory language of section
182(d)(1)(B) requires a specific State
implementation plan, or ‘‘SIP’’ revi-
sion, for the ETR program. It also re-
quires compliance plans to be filed by
private employers and requires a 25-
percent increase in the average vehicle
occupancy of vehicles driven by em-
ployees. All of these Federal mandates
are now abolished and replaced with a
voluntary program.

Under the reported bill, States will
decide for themselves whether they
wish to implement employer-trip-re-
duction programs—known by the acro-
nyms ETR or ECO—as part of their ef-
forts to meet Federal Clean Air Act
standards. With regard to current ETR
SIP revisions which have already been
approved or submitted to the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, a formal
SIP revision will not be required. In-
stead, States will be free to designate
alternative efforts they have under-
taken or will undertake to achieve
equivalent emissions.

I want to acknowledge the hard work
and assistance of several Members with
regard to this legislation. Representa-
tive DONALD MANZULLO introduced the
underlying bill and assembled a list of
166 cosponsors from both sides of the
aisle.

Chairman JOE BARTON, of the Sub-
committee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions, devoted an entire hearing to the
ECO program and helped to construct a
solid committee record which under-
pins today’s legislative effort. Rep-
resentatives DENNIS HASTERT and JIM
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